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THE MONTHLY 


HOM(CE0OPATHIC REVIEW. 


THE ATTITUDE OF HOM(CEOPATHS TO 
HOMCEOPATHY. 


THE progress of a new _ science which has not yet 
received universal recognition depends upon the conduct 
of its adherents. The opposition of unbelievers and_ the 
indifference of the ignorant are secondary in importance 
to the attitude of those who have embraced its truths. 

In writing and speaking of the progress of homoeopathy 
amongst the profession and laity enough has been = said 
of these secondary causes and too little of the former. 
It is possible for those who are professedly homco- 
paths, and who daily profit by the knowledge homco- 
pathy has brought them, to hinder the progress’ of 
homeceopathy by the attitude they assume towards it. 
Knowledge is a sacred trust, for the use of which we are 
responsible not only to our neighbours but to posterity. 
It is a searching question how far each of us, who as 
medical practitioners assume the role of homeopaths, 
is faithful to this trust. 

We are not concerned to write a sermon on_ the 
subject, important as it is. A few examples of the 
harm that may be done unconsciously to enquirers after 
the truth will illustrate our meaning. The two extremes 
of optimism and pessimism in our attitude to homoeopathy 
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are equally dangerous in their effects. As _ illustrating 
the former, we give a case that recently came under our 
observation. A lady brought her husband for advice to 
a well-known homceopath, introducing him with a 
statement to this effect : that twenty years before she 
had suffered from a terrible cough from which she was 
never free for five minutes. All the resources’ of 
old-school practice had been exhausted in _ vain. 
At last she determined to try homeeopathy. The 
doctor she saw gave her one powder in _ his 
consulting-room. This at once stopped the cough, 
which never returned. She, therefore, desired advice 
for her husband, who for many months had coughed 
incessantly, whilst ordinary treatment seemed useless. 
The lady was well known to the narrator, nor was_ there 
any doubt as to the bond fides of her statement, which 
was corroborated by her husband. She evidently 
expected a similar miracle to be worked by homeopathy 
for him. His case, however, proved to be one of old 


standing chronic bronchitis, an instantaneous — cure 
being evidently impossible. This was very properly 
explained to the patient, much to his wife's disappoint- 
ment. But encouraged by the assurance that’ with 


patience and perseverance a cure could be effected, 
treatment was commenced, and in a few weeks the cough 
had gone, nor has there been any return of bronchitis 
since. Both he and his wife are now staunch homceo- 
paths. 

That such sudden and almost miraculous cures are 
sometimes effected by a _ single dose of the correctly 
indicated remedy need not be denied. But these are 
distinctly rare, and exceptions to the usual _ results 
of homceopathic treatment. Very real harm is done to 
the cause we advocate by quoting such cases as if they 
were the usual effects of our medication. That we 
should always aim at such results is true, but that we 
should encourage patients to expect them is_ equally 
untrue. By such optimism many, who by more _ reason- 
able statements might be won to our cause, are 
discouraged, and with some _ justice consider themselves 
to have been’ deceived, and tell their friends that 
homceopathy is a _ delusion. If the case of chronic 
bronchitis given above had _ fallen into’ the hands 
of such an _ optimist, we can imagine that he would 
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probably never have consulted a homeopath again. We 
are convinced that a large number of would-be homco- 
paths are lost to our cause by such injudicious methods, 
and what is more serious they spread distrust of homeo- 
pathy amongst their friends. It is in this respect that 
many of the popular explanations of our treatment in 
pamphlets and books are also greatly to blame. Do not 
let us belittle homceopathy, but do not let us_ pretend 
that we can always work wonders in its name. 

Pessimism—the opposite extreme to that we _ have 
considered—is equally a dangerous attitude and _ equally 
an untrue one. Fortunately, it is more rarely seen 
amongst homeoeopaths than optimism. Our observation 
suggests that pessimists are the weak-kneed amongst us ; 
those who have slipped into routine, often semi-allopathic 
methods of prescribing. These cannot get their patients 
along without the frequent use of purgatives, and have 
given up all belief in the value of homceopathic — treatment 
in constipation. Such a physician, who enjoys a_ wide 
reputation as a homeopath, and for whom we _ have 
personally a high regard, was recently consulted in the 
following case. A lady had for 18 months suffered from 
dropsy, from no _ evident cause. Under old-school _ treat- 
ment this had been diagnosed as a tumour, and _ her 
abdomen had been opened for its removal, only to disclose 
ascites and nothing more. She now required tapping 
every fortnight, and was rapidly losing — strength—her 
doctor declared that nothing more could be done for her. 
She was urged by friends to try homeopathy. The case 
undoubtedly was not a hopeful one, and the physician in 
question declined to undertake it, giving the patient and 
her husband to understand that homceopathy could do 
nothing for her, and that she could not be in_ better 
hands than under the care of the old-school surgeon, 
who was continually tapping her. Fortunately, in their 
extremity, the advice of another homeopath of less 
pessimistic views was sought, and by his treatment the 
ascites was successfully relieved, no _ further tapping 
required, and the patient restored to comparative health 
for two years, when she left the locality and passed out 
of observation. 

It must be conceded that to decline treatment in such 
a case is to incur a grave responsibility, and to cast an 
undeserved slur upon the principles we uphold. Another 
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injury is done to the cause’ by _— such practitioners. 
Patients quickly conclude that the difference between 
old-school practice and a homoopathy that has _ frequently 
to seek refuge in purgatives and other similar devices is 
a very slight one. Consequently it is allegiance to their 
doctor and not to homeopathy that induces them to 
imagine themselves to be homceopaths. When they 
visit other localities, or have to change their medical 
attendant, they usually lapse back into  allopathy. 
Numbers of would-be adherents to homeeopathy are lost 
to the cause by these methods. 

We think, then, that our attitude as practitioners to the 
cause of homceopathy is of supreme importance, and 
we advocate neither an impossible optimism nor = an 
intemperate pessimism, but a just and _ truthful estimate 
of the measure of success that may be reasonably looked 
for in every case presented to us. This should be 
coupled with an attitude of encouragement and _hopeful- 
ness towards those desirous of testing our methods, 
even in cases which at first sight appear to present little 
likelihood of cure. Our literature abounds with 
instances which justify the wisdom of such an attitude. 


